Dear Paid, reur C.ojng-dracy book, CCSSFIDEIiTIM,, as requested 8/28/00 

Iou sent c5ja 5 ters 3 md 6-9 • X ’ TO read them. X have no knowledge of the chapters 
done by others. 

Ifowover, aside from a few factual errors and other errors that I regard as more 
serious, it is apparent that you people are still the captives of your hangups and your 
pjists. Particularly with IBCA and your expectations of it and their futility. If shows 

and as before X cautuon you that for a long tine you will have them to live with once 
tlie work is printed. 

Sbiie you are now critical of ESGA, it is inadequate and in fact covers it and the 
Commission. For example, the police tape, 'Why have you no criticism o? I1SCA for not 
craticizdng the FBI for not doing its job re the blocked broadcasts, or the Commission 
for the same and ver y obvious sliortcomin.-:? 

have you no mantkon of th ; obvious and propagsndistic Slaksy press manipulation 
pertaining to the precise areas of your chapters? You’d have to criticise gum for claiming 
he* d hold no press conferences and. then proceeding to lock his head off, all prejudicially. 

"by no mention of the clear obvious intentions, to support the official story to the 
degree possible, and to put down all criti.cs? The tape is the one that backfired, and it 
then used ft to cover its own bankruptcy, 

Tlierc ar many other things Hire tills but although I regard them as major flaws and 
failingsn and subject to questions of honesty I believe you have no interest in them. I 
have narked then in the event you later want to discuss some, 

xou accept Guinn uncritically, yet you know ho want ahead and pretended he had 
authentic specimen^ when lie as much as admitted that lie didn't. Ditto for Sad an, whose 
sins may be worse. And where is tho reference to other and earlisr evidence of other and 
missed shots or those that impacted perhaos after aiming at the car? why quote Gols on 
dies impossible or the Tagus wounding (21-2) and omit what is probative - and HSCA’s 
ignoring M it when it did toow. 

‘^fcy pin shortcomings on larger when all he did was what the IISCA decided, not what 
he decided or wanted (22, punult graf) Why not say that HSCA rigged an inadequate test? 




iiigyed it in terns of the official stray only save for the effort to put down critics 
on a allot from. one point of one knoll? 

-ou refer „o ahortegos ot time and nancy, i’his coonittaa had none save those it 
created for itself ’ey the intended dislaneety of its approach, on winch it wasted so 
vast an amount of the Largest such appropriation ever, 

rs your description of where Bclain was two ninutos after the shots clear or accurate? 
%nesaber the limitations of his microphone. (23, top col. 2) 

S ~ Uv - ua:;at °«^*s wore on neutron activation analysis looks solid." Without any 
copper testing or authentication of the samples that did not meet their official description? 

Assuming that "the second gunman hit nothing ”(26, top second column, the records 
havt, re -set the finding of a bullet and if ISCA ignored that, what can you say of then? 

- 11 be using .his in the 22c remand. If they also said nothing ahout^ti® withheld 
tasting of the uidewai: where Aldssedge reported an impact, what have you to say of them 
and the integroty of Guinn* g work? 

four reference to the nieuical evidence at the top of the next column is not in 
accord wiva what you know, Bor with the certainty that the alleged knoll gunman missed, 
cu have and permit no questions, yet the evidence resains uncontrad5.cted by HSOS, 
which ignored it. It aid know. 

2/, col. 2, top - why no question about other firing tests, as from other points? 

lexfc graf, how much more time and money would this hove required when the ma’cr 
“ J ~~“ c0£it was tiiJa ~ was Plearned? 'rfly didn’t H3Ga did it then, for little or no coat? 

28« refrains to Jaworska as no core than "played a ssa Sax m-suo r role" and then only 

an "an observed on behalf of the state of Lexas"is at least inadequate as reflecting liin 
on -ICS or with wC. 

Blakey on the "value of meeting authors" on 42s Is tins why he cancelled out with me, 
aftar aakine to C0SG 011 Kins* not JFK, wherehe had no such interest, 

ifext sra£ * 2 599 war ' not undefended. was unmtilitaed. Hot identical. 

WhBT you may not intend s what it is, coverup for BSCA innot getting all pertinent 
agency fries (44, graf 2 ) is immature, idle conjecture without >««■»•». n«d f*i ^ 




face of tha reality of viidcli you know, how caabh store I sot when I, not a ccsssit 
tbs C-cograsa, took "a h&rc.-diae approach" with the FBJ, 

"by also cto you have to endorse the "ccaritcoo sources ( sio) working with agency 
~ ■i-'-'JS # you GG™i.evc ulm u ~o O— *o a nauoonyoop *** or v-orsc, a — Jj.iI c*? Or in*(drh*ttnted 

bt HLakey and others? 

IS 46, eoi fit why 60 you not tall the truth about Iww Oswald was bailed instead of 
forgetting it in. pursita*© of a chilfliahly iaasature conspiracy theory, ‘‘arcello et al? 

It was not done by Suss i%*cr&tt, who was not hosso# but by ids daubster Iron Seaaa, who 
was Boce on a visit and called tho local comer pol, a complete nom in lagro cities 
from tins ims»iiai* 

^assist on this aotiiingiaes you then state that !t thi3 link (sic) wqss downplayed" 
by HSQ&, I regard this cosMnatioh as sdUapijr not honest as you overreach. 

47, col 2s "One can only imagine her,? different the investigation sight hero bam 
if this aooouatiool evidence had arrived a Jeer earlier!* 15 Arrived, did it? Well, what 
Eight one have Siaag&nad if the conslttse had con tacted a real iKvsstiflsttati instead of a 
trarraoparaftt effort to buttress the official line md had began with what cried out for 
iMfOErfeigatioa, how the pslioo bmd was block for so long and why the FBI and wC had not 
investigated It? Or if they had even asked Maty about it? Or raovsd as soon as they knew 
of kgry %ok*s work last ad of waiting ± k urt5w* 

”».* as 'the result of the Ccsviittoo* s work, wo esn understand the case in its full 
(s&a) dicmsSsns..." Oaa# wo indeed* fall at that* Co no off it. You hev» to knot? b voter 
and you know it avoided the "full dirsonsicn*” 

49. vfisy not anas the known deputy chief, Soteat ^vision? 

50* you say the &nay destroyed "an Oswald file*" lou know it destroyed not fewer thgn 
all its JIK records and I identified throe files by nuahor. Why 3ioi,% to OssKsld file? 

Oh. S, 51 , grsf 1 , USD "sped i'rou a d»2 base in ^epaa to strangoatint in the” W53TI. 
^osas speed - ska® even for a sl&opy tort le. Why this enerrous exaggeration? 

Spsbeia "did dhed soee new li#t on Oswald* s life with the Marines in Japan and In 

»?m«, -<f « _ H r.v-m~ * .-x-r- *-.»f 4- to 5**ir\ nnR ~ **i? /•* _ m ertt*! ? c'j " 7^'- i V^ w'y^*f“yv” ^ -l** /■> 

hit h/H-j , 'hch uAtK Utx_ ik. /lufSki ^ 




shod light? What did he say that is new and without confirmation you can begin to think 
ox trusting -Vila character who lies about passport dates to oover up what he wants 
now to be known- basic to M.o fe ph oaoy case. 

55- Oswald* a "saail interception was apparently never disclosed to the FB§ or the 
Warren Commission." iou ferret that the actual- interception, was b£ the ?u. 

Next graf, AngLeton's loyalist was suspected of being the aols* 3o was Jesus himself. 

details,” 

5 4~ tfto struck °olm. You pres®® t- at it is "CM jargon** and ueana “the 
in quotes. 



It is everyday Korl War II slang, meaning from doublet&Ik to bull shit. I never 
h rjd yoj.tr intorprstation and I never him; it to mean or suggest "the details." 

56- "Although Kosenko shed little light on Oswald..." is a dubious interpretation. 
W1? «* ubcut chat neither you nor BSCA state, that the MSB suspected he was an American 
sleeper agent? D o you regard it as insignificant that he was under surveillance there? 



Same graf, "So 



tSno spent on !lo?eafco was an unfortunate diversion.? 



Cannot you overcome your hangups enough to note that the K3CA took theCIA’s sbit in 

the* face and gulped it instead of insisting on responsiveness? And in your own terms, is 

it "the tire openfor the way inuwhich that tine was spent? 

57 you hove Iffi as a 3228 sleeper without mentioning as a IK sGLepuer. lour andAngelton. 

5G. Can you really believe that the CIA "did not seem to realize Kosenko's importance 

to an investigation of the assassination? Then hero come he was free and well provided for 

until the CXAleamsd ho had told the FBI the JGB suspected I£D wan an American agent ? 

four p. 59 ref crones to Marcello "fighting” dspract station on 11/22/65 fails to 

.^ention that on tint day he beat the KT effort to deport hin, 

^ Portia's record 

low, te a &s t is "nor without its belinishes." What ga odd way fora one trained in 
the precision of sience to refer to the dismissal of 26 criminal offenses, two capital 
offenses, for helping in doing Hof fa in/ 



Png ; 60, Ferric is Garrison*s S ! Brine suspect* when he did not charge Ferrie but 
did charge Shaw. Fsrri© also was "woddng for Marcello." Wrong. He was working, as usual, 
for one of liar cello’s lawyers, with the OK of the chcif deportation lawyer. I know it 




weakens the cadaver of the ghost you want to "be b el ie ved is alive and you law® ray 1’ornu- 



laiim in accurate, so why do you present your foruadation? Gen you put Ferrie and 
IJarccllo in the sane roan at the sacs tine, error? (Hot that this is net rial to your 
inaccurate forrculation.) 

Same oolum, below, you refer to tests "properly prforued" and suggest that before Guinn 
they weren’t} t-rould alone ’’demolish the single bullet theory." 1 insist that by Guinn 
they -srero not properly performed because he did not validate Ms samples and his results 
should have raiecl questions* TMj wars too identical. And is it that under the FBI the 
toots wore riot porfomaed properly or wore not interpreted properly? 

Col 2, you parrot that "Both Harcello and Tarfficante were found to have had ’notice*/ 
mesas and opportuaity to have Kennedy killed.’ 1 Bow many sillions of others did not have 
as such native* But what are the ''rsn-Jaa* or doing the yob as it was done that they had 
and wherein it their opporfesiity in it? 55 sis is your regurgitation. of hat come from 
Blakoy* o upper rather than lower orifice. 

Bottom 60 and top 61* ylur protection of ESC& and Biskay is iafredi.blo when you 
ptate that #we have no Teas' of teftgd g g evaluating any evidence that nsyC sic) have gone 
to" M for the reinvestigation the IJSCA caked for and tho careful limitation of vhiaeh 
was announced by D.T. You do toaovr that it invalidateos all that you hero state because 
there is to bo no investigation of ’.‘hat you refer to end none woo promised* Xortwvor, 
ell that KSC& gave is its printed materials. t refused all olsa* «Jhy uo you hide this 
and overwrite and mislead? You overwrite swan year facs-esrod* tbut "neither Blaksy '■> 
nor the Committee has shown the public a ooeggolling (sic) coanecttcaa between Oswald 
and the mob." Psi-gsae show me any kind of connection on which you axe willing to stake 
your reputation? Hot inaginatisn* a real collection* 0a tho neat page you allege & 
connection between Oswald andJIarcello through ^errie, but you have not s-.owa any connection 
between Oswald and Pernio or Barrie and KaroSHo.' Yet you uncritically' - quote tho report 
on Oswald’s alleged "most significant. • . aati**Cast2S> association. ” what can this be? 

Gulling Bringtder? You give this nonsense tho semblancs of reality on 62 by referring to 
it as no nor ■ than tortuous." Followed* again uncriticallyi* by repeating the report 




on Oswald and i'orzio being associated in the CAP in 19515, You do not cite their proof, 
or even your on, so how can you repeat tills? You also do not report that your pals on 
the oouuittoe investigated it -to determine whether or not it was true, which was not 
at alj. impossible i'or a coamittoe. Can. it be that they didn't? 

x ou fall far short of proper rejertiag anti responsibility when you and all this 
tirGk 120 norG ihsn "Without 5 ' srrie thc links between ilaroelxo and Oswald are 
auxto indistinct." Arc they, with Pcrrio, any less "indistinct, n aka aoa-oslstcnt 
6-— -v j ~n t... yearnings of childish conspiracy theorists on cloud nine, ***** 

1 m blUnt ri0t t0 ° rfcad but t0 «5*u=° sour attention, do you want your mne on this 
* =L2d of stuff? Or at sooo level of unanaxoBoss are you trying to justify to yourself 
jour own association wit h those who whored around withe such serious work and turned 
out the best possible justification of the despicable past? 

That you aaka some critidsms is not nearly enough,' You kafcc tiiea only whoa they 
are related to what you cite, and that is far iron enough or even the rsquirsEai of 
ordinary honesty and self-respect, 

2oos this reflect what you went the people of the country to believe, or how you 
went to reflect toursolf and all the tine and effort you have put into your own study? 

X tMnk you'll cone to regret it it' this is published as it is. 

I,!1 B022y about tho If there is anything you can’t wake out, ask me. 




